



the 


Irse, 
true 


In 
rices 
S$ in 
oply 
and 
ther 


ver, 
loss 


s of 
1 to 
10ld 
n it 
inly 
that 
the 


the 
re- 
rity 


the 
eel- 
der. 


tful 


rrent 
with 
Wm. 


quest. 








HUMAN EVENTS 


FRANK C, Hanrghens, Editor aN 7 Contributing Editors: FRANK CHODOROV, WILLIS J. BALLINGER 
bs \g 


Vol. XI, No. 40 fu O® \: Wednesday, October 6, 1954 Washington, D. C. 











x 7; 

VY 
Behind The London : Top of the news this week is the applause for the “success” of the 
conference in London last weekend, approving sovereignty for West Germany and its admission to NATO. 
Bottom of the news — submerged by the cant of metropolitan paper editorial writers—is the real 
victory: European nationalism won its fight over internationalism. If this is realized, American 
nationalism may follow suit, and a new “declaration of independence” could result. 


The outcome, reliable observers here say, does not alter the scales of military power in Europe. 
The notion that the new pact really bolsters Western defense to any substantial extent — as is being said 
— does not hold water so far. Soviet Russia still has air supremacy and ground force superiority over 


Western Europe; its armies could sweep to the channel without much difficulty. NATO is a frail cover of 
protection. Anyway, European leaders think that Soviet Russia will not move westward in the foreseeable 
future. 


The revealing point about the eleventh-hour agreement to rearm Germany, give it sovereignty, etc. was 
the decision to replace the now dead international EDC with an alliance system (NATO) between national 
states. For, the revolt of France was basically a nationalist rebellion against the “merged” non-national 
army projected by EDC which would be under a supra-national authority. French generals, who had no 


objection to German rearmament, balked at this feature. And the Communists in France had fed the fire 
of French nationalism to defeat EDC. 


Washington observers, who perceive what really happened, believe that the atmosphere will conse- 
quently prove healthier as “free world” states deal with each other on the basis of their national 
sovereignties rather than through international organizations such as EDC or the UN. And America 
certainly would do better by negotiating bilateral agreements with any allies, real or imaginary, than 
through complicated international, multilateral pacts. To that extent, the London decision offers promise 
of proving a “success.” 


Political Talk: From within the White. House, we learn that finally the Eisenhower entourage recognizes 
the danger that the GOP will lose both Houses of Congress on November 2. Decline of GOP strength in 
farm areas is reported and has led to demands that Ezra Benson be ousted immediately. But there’s little 


sign that a general reversal of strategy is under way. Best opinion is that neither Benson nor Secretary 
of the Army Stevens will leave until after election. Dr. Milton Eisenhower increasingly assumes the role 


of unofficial adviser on strategy, even now, and it is recalled that he has been behind most of the “liberal” 
program that has caused many GOP conservatives to revolt. 


@ Politicos are beginning to question the famed Eisenhower popularity. “If you can’t deliver 
the votes,” they ask, “what is the good of such popularity?” The GOP reverse in Maine has caused a 
rapid descent in Ike’s prestige. Politicians recall that Roosevelt’s popularity led to landslides for his 


party. They recall also that Ike did not win a popular landslide in ’52, taking only 55 per cent of the 
popular vote. Roosevelt, Coolidge, Harding and Hoover registered far more than that percentage. 


@ John B. Crane in his column from Germany entitled “Europe Day by Day” reports an inter- 
view he had with Carlo Schmidt, outstanding leader of the German socialist party. “What brought you 
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to Chicago last March?” Crane asked Schmidt. “I went there for several days to confer with labor 
leaders and Senator Paul Douglas.” Crane asked: “What do you think of Douglas? Do you consider 
him a socialist?” The German socialist replied: ‘Most definitely. But he is, of course, not a German 
socialist. He is an American socialist.” Schmidt then told Crane he had attended a small, private meet- 


ing at which Douglas spoke and was tremendously impressed by what the Senator said. Schmidt declared 
he would have made the speech himself, if he had been given the opportunity. 


McCarthy: We may exclusively report that a nucleus of support for Senator McCarthy in his forth. 
coming defense against the Watkins censure recommendation is being formed preparatory to the special 
session to be called November 8. Some of the Senators favorable to McCarthy were able to confer at the 
time of the funeral of Sen. McCarran last weekend. Anyway, at least a dozen have reportedly signified 
intention of working together. Among them are said to be Dirksen, Welker, Mundt, Goldwater, Malone, 
Jenner, Bricker and several other prominent Republicans who presently prefer not to reveal their names, 


in view of election situations. Two Democrats are said to be part of this group, and there is much specula- 
tion in Senate corridors here as to who they are. 


It is not so improbable as it sounds to expect that some Democrats, once the election is over, may 
look at the censure resolution from a less political viewpoint. According to a story around town, one of 
the Democrats on the Watkins Committee was chided by a colleague on the unsoundness of his approval 
of that group’s recommendations for censure. He reportedly answered: “Well, we Democrats figured 
that, if the Republicans insisted on doing themselves injury just before election, it was our duty as 
Democrats to help them along as much as possible.” 


Not Merely Gossip: Why Republicans are confused these days—. Anna Rosenberg, former War Man- 
power Administrator under the Truman regime, is boomed for the Democratic congressional candidacy 
in the 22nd New York Congressional District, by the New York Post, left-of-center daily. Mrs. Rosenberg 
is a Close friend of General Walter Bedell Smith, Ike’s close friend and his Undersecretary of State 
during the past two years. We are informed that Mrs. Rosenberg communicated weekly by phone with 
General Smith in the State Department during this period. 


@ Former Ambassador Joseph P. Kennedy returned from a European trip on September 28 and 
told reporters that Senator McCarthy is not contributing to anti-Americanism in Europe. “What is 
commonly called anti-Americanism over there is certainly not due to Senator McCarthy” said Kennedy. 
“It is due to lack of confidence in American diplomatic leadership under both the Republican and Demo- 
cratic Administrations.” Kennedy said this to reporters, but the only paper in which we saw it was The 
New Bedford {Mass.] Standard-Times, September 28. 


@ The new international atomic energy plan proposed by the US. is in the UN mill. It took the 
UN correspondent of the Montreal Star (September 29) to notice one extraordinary by-product of the 
scheme — “Russian, and presumably Communist, students,” he reported would attend “an atomic reactor 
school in the United States. Such a school is part of the scheme as envisaged now.” 


@ The Abraham Lincoln National Republican Club of Chicago on September 30 launched a 
nation-wide campaign to find out who promoted Major Irving Peress, by putting up $100 as a reward to 
anyone who can produce authentic information as to what person or persons were responsible for the 
promotion. The Club believes the public is entitled to know the answer to the question which started a 
chain of events such as the McCarthy-Army hearings, and the Watkins Censure Committee. 


U.S. Air Power: Our defense contacts report that the nation’s present air force strength is only about 
one half of what is needed for an effective offense and defense against Russia, should all-out war come. 
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Worse still is the little known fact that in two years our present rate of military aircraft production will be 
cut fifty per cent, 


In contrast — we are advised — Russia is building air power at a rapid rate and in two years we 
will have lost our advantage in long-range bombers. Russia is particularly concentrating on intercontinen- 
tal bombers that can make a round trip from Russia to the U.S. without refueling. We have three types of 
intercontinental bombers — the B-36, the B-52, and the B-47. We have on hand a few hundred B-36’s but 
are not going to build any more because of their lack of speed. The B-52, which is far superior to the B-36 
and probably better than anything Russia possesses, is scarcely beyond the exhibition stage and no extensive 
production of it is yet under way. B-47’s require refueling in the air to do an intercontinental job, but we 
have too few even of these. Compared with Russia’s intercontinental bomber efforts we will be 
numerically behind in two years. 


This dangerous state of our air power is frequently glossed over by reference to the number 
of planes we are turning out annually. One hears, for example, that we launched some 12,000 aircraft 
last year and will do the same this year. Consequently, the citizen takes it for granted that all is well 
on the air front. He doesn’t realize the deception that lies behind such a figure. General Bonner Fellers 
points out that of the 12,000 planes turned out in ’53 some 2,400 were given away to our Allies. The Army, 
Navy and Marines got 4,400 — but these were principally transport, observational, trainer or tactical air- 
craft for the defense of Army and Navy operations. The Air Force received only 5,200 planes, half of 
which were non-combat. Since — says Fellers — the operational and combat losses of 2,600 are about 1,100 
annually, our basic air power (that part which would have the critical job of offense and defense against 
Russia) was increased by only 1,500 planes in 1953 out of a total production of 12,000 planes. 


General Van Fleet: The blunt testimony of General James Van Fleet before the Senate Internal 
Security Committee adds a lot more fuel to the widespread belief that our military in Korea was deliber- 
ately prevented from winning the war. The former field Commander of our forces in Korea also revealed 
that misjudgment in top Pentagon brass was a grave contributing factor. Van Fleet testified: Generals 
Omar Bradley and Lawton Collins shared in the responsibility “for one of the greatest errors this country 
has ever made in sizing up enemy intentions.” This error was that Russia would strike in Europe and 
not in Asia. Bradley and Collins opposed the deployment of American strength in the far Pacific and 
therefore helped in shaping the erroneous estimate. Asked by Chairman Jenner what would have happened 
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to a field commander who made a comparable error in “estimating enemy intentions,” Van Fleet 
promptly replied that such a commander “would have been relieved of his command, of course”. 


Asked whether we could have won the war in Korea, he answered “certainly.” According to Van 
Fleet, someone (referred to as “they”) told the Chinese Reds that the United States would not attack their 
home bases if Reds invaded Korea — and this vital information was what induced the Chinese Reds to 


get into the war. Van Fleet ventured a guess that the Reds got this information through an 
“embassy source” in Peiping. 


As We Expected: In August we pointed out that Secretary Dulles had approved visas admitting clerics 
from Europe who have collaborated one hundred per cent with the Kremlin, to attend a meeting of the 
World Council of Churches at Evanston. We knew that these ministers had been hand-picked by the Krem- 
lin (otherwise they would not have been allowed to come from behind the Iron Curtain) and that many 
of them had employed their spiritual office to defend Russian policies in the world — and that some had 
even charged that our troops in Korea had engaged in germ warfare. 


We knew that the ministerial delegation from behind the Iron Curtain was here for only one purpose 
— to contaminate the Christian churches of the free world. Now we have expert corroboration on this 
point from Dr. Carl McIntire, President of the International Council of Christian Churches. He lists what 
the Communist clergy “did and gained in the World Council of Churches” at Evanston in August: 


(1) The Communist clergy increased their strength on the powerful Central Committee which directs 
the affairs of the Council between assemblies. Prior to the Evanston meeting, the Committee included two 
Communist-dominated ministers. At Evanston two more were added. According to the testimony of refu- 
gees, one of the latter had been a member and official of the Communist party. When the other was chosen, 
the Polish Embassy in Washington released a statement by this minister praising the Communist govern- 
ment and reporting the official resolution of his church defending the Communists in their charges against 


the West. 


(2) Re-election of Professor Joseph L. Hromadka, recognized as one of the principal Protestant 
defenders of Communism, to the Central Committee was a smashing victory for Communism. 


(3) The Communist clergy secured recognition of Communist-controlled churches on an equal level 
with non-Communist churches. Their presence in Evanston “established . . . that churches dominated by 
Communists may, if they come in the name of Christ, receive the right hand of fellowship.” 


(4) The Communist-controlled ministers at Evanston have “betrayed the true Christian Church and 
been responsible for the persecution and suffering of true Christians in their lands,” says McIntire. But 
when charges were made against them in the press and representatives of the Czech government-in-exile 
gathered in protest outside of the hall, “public apology was made to these Iron Curtain men before all 
the Assembly of the Council by the Archbishop of Canterbury.” 


(5) The Assembly actually held by resolution that these Iron Curtain ministers “in supporting the 
Communist order, were loyal to Christ.” 


(6) The Communist clergy were successful in preventing passage of resolutions warning of the infil- 
tration of Communists into churches in the free world and of the program of the Communist party to use 
the Church outside of Iron Curtain countries for its advantage. Evanston was silent on this theme. 
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MOON OVER YOUR LEFT SHOULDER 
By E. MERRILL Root 


T HERE IS AN OLD SAYING that it is bad luck to see the moon over your left shoulder. 
Whatever the sense or nonsense of the superstition, we should all agree that it is 
monotonous to see the moon — or things more important than the moon — over the left 


shoulder only. Or why do we have a right shoulder also? 


Thus, moon-struck over the left shoulder, we sink into a subconscious cage of com- 
pulsions where logic is “liquidated” and “rationality” is made an excuse for unreason. 
Caught in that psychological cage, we see Marshall Tito as a sun and Senator McCarthy 
as its eclipse; or we shout for ‘“‘academic freedom” when all we mean is a microphone 
for the Left and a gag for the Right. When we have reached such centers of lunacy, 
is it not perhaps because we have gazed too long at the moon over our left shoulder? 
The moon is too beautiful a vision and the world is too various an adventure for us to 
crook our necks into so rigid an orthodoxy and to become fixed in so ludicrous a com- © 
pulsion. 

Yet the typical intellectuals today — who are, of course, the “liberals” — tend to 
gaze at the moon or the world over the left shoulder only, until they become fixed in 
that dogma of position, like solemn one-sided storks whose necks are frozen in some per- 
petual and sinister deep-freeze. And that is a painful position for storks — and an un- 
dignified position for “intellectuals.” 

Yet how else can you explain the obsession of the “liberal” intellectuals? Are they 
not tranced, bewitched and frozen into the dark delusion of a dream? Surely free minds 
(if they were awake and aware) would see the fixations into which they have fallen; 
would laugh at their own solemn obsessions; would wrench their stiff necks out of 
dogmatism into variety; would glance at the moon over both shoulders now and then — 


even if they preferred the Left for a steady look. 


I believe that the result or the cause of this—I am not sure which — is that the 
“liberals” never see things concretely, but only abstractly. Our intellectual tendency 
today is to dilute reality (which is always concrete) into ideality (which is always ab- 
stract). Thus the intellectuals tumble into such gobblydegook as “liquidate”: They 
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glibly say that collectivists “liquidate” the Kulaks or the bourgeoisie, and it sounds 


as harmless as pouring cyanide over the pages of a telephone directory, 


But the plain man is wiser; he feels the pistol placed behind the right ear, he hears 
the muffled bang, he sees the gray cerebral matter spurt hideously out of the shattered 
skull. And the poet is wiser: thus Shakespeare, when the evil Cornwall stamps out the 
bruised and broken plasm of poor bound Gloucester’s eyes, does not soften it with the 


lie of “liquidation” — Cornwall’s blunt honest words are, “Out, vile jelly!’”’ 


Much of our brainy sentimentality today comes because, looking at the moon over 
the left shoulder only, we never see in terms of concrete reality, but only in terms of abstract 


ideality. Therefore, we know not what we do, and blindly from the best motives we do 
the worst things. 


Think, for example, of the resolutely “democratic” Mrs. Roosevelt. As a sincere 
humanitarian, she sees herself a perpetual Florence Nightingale for a humanity sick in a 
continual Crimea. But, as a “liberal” of the intellectual fringe, she cannot see things con- 
cretely, only abstractly. Recently she made a tour of the world, spending a great deal of her 
extraordinary energy telling Europe and Asia what a bad, bad boy America’s Senator 
McCarthy is. In the course of her wanderlust, she came to Comrade Tito’s barbed wire 
Paradise, where she took happy time out to praise that “‘leader’s’’ charming smile and firm 
efficiency. Here, too, she deplored to Tito the sad fact of the Senator from Wisconsin, 
telling the man of the charming smile and firm efficiency just how rough and tough the good 


Senator is. This must have made the realistic Tito grin all over his subconscious. 


For though it is true that Senator McCarthy can be rough and tough, did Mrs. Roose- 
velt see the concrete reality and irony of her action? Just what sense does it make, to seek 
out Comrade Tito to complain of such a thing? The Senator has called certain men, 
rightly or wrongly, Communists or dupes of Communists, and has done his best 
(legally, constitutionally) to see that, if they are, they shall not harm America. 


But Comrade Tito has acted on the knowledge that certain men are not Communists 
(that General, for one, who was the Ally that America betrayed), and had them arrested 
by his private police, and tried them before courts packed with his own yes-men under laws 
of his own concocting, and blew their lives out before his private firing-squads. Just what 
sense does it make to complain to such a vastly rougher and tougher Comrade Tito that 
Senator McCarthy is rough and tough? It is like deploring the roped-ring manners 


of Rocky Marciano to some goon who slugs men in dark alleys with brass-knuckles or a 
blackjack! 








If only Mrs. Roosevelt could see things not in terms of abstract ideality but of concrete 
reality! The Boston Post reported a speech she made to the teachers at Lewiston, 
Maine, October 29, 1953; and in this, too, she seems to say “‘liquidate’’ rather than “Out, 
vile jelly.” I quote from the Post: “Even the subject of torture is viewed abroad from a 
different concept,” she said. ‘Im many lands where torture is applied by one group 
against the other, what they do is not regarded as the horrible crime we consider it,” Mrs. 


Roosevelt said. The fallacy of the abstract with a vengeance! 


Mrs. Roosevelt is cushioning reality with the shock-absorbers of the abstract. She 
does not see torture concretely — the kleig lights blatant in the face that cannot sleep, the 
harsh iteration of voices perpetually hurled in the ears that cannot sleep . . . or the rubber 
hoses and the slivers under the nails. American G.I.’s brainwashed by Chinese Reds, the 
Rubishovs of the world under darkness at noon in Moscow, Cardinal Mindzenty broken by 
torture and drugs, Foreign Minister Masaryk forced to leap in terror from the high win- 


dow in Prague. 


: in MILLIONS OF COMMON MEN subjected to “corrective labor camps’ (that modern 

Bed of Procrustes) may now take comfort. What happens to them “is not the hor- 
rible crime we consider it” — in the concepts of people “abroad.” It is torture only from 
our American point of view. So strike up a Lucifer to light your fag, and smile, boys, smile! 
Now if Mrs. Roosevelt could see torture as it really is, concretely, her spirit would be so 
outraged that she would never rest until she abolished it from the earth. The trouble is that 
she does not see things in terms of ‘‘Out, vile jelly,’ but of “liquidation.” And the root 
of this fixation, which blinds all “liberals” is the hypnosis that leads them to look at the 
moon over the left shoulder only. 


In area after area today, the same “rational” fixation causes unreason. The same 
double standard of morality, the same schizophrenia is everywhere. “Liberals” object to 
the “methods” of McCarthy, and then a western editor publishes a demand that the Sena- 
tor be stopped — by assassination if necessary! The “liberals” of the Women’s Republican 
Club of New York, having scheduled William F. Buckley, Jr., for a speech, suddenly 
cancel it when Buckley’s book on McCarthy appears — in the name of “liberalism.” Or 
the same “liberals” who grow hoarse with shouts of “book burning,” through the hot- 
foot applied in reviews or the worse suppression of silence (Frost calls it “the slow smoke- 


less burning of decay”), incinerate the books of the individualist Right in psychological 
fires, 









Take an ironic contrast from the University of Chicago. I have studied scores 
of posters and placards from that university, through the late 40’s and early 50’s (all 
stamped with official university approval). I have found none advocating radical in. 
dividualism. I have found scores advertising speeches and meetings to advocate collectiy. 
ism, often of the extreme Left. One of these (officially approved) called for a meeting of 
“protest.” It read in huge black letters: “THE CRIME OF THINKING 11 Communists 
Jailed for Ideas!” The speakers were ‘‘Geraldine Lightfoot, Negro Woman Leader of the 
Communist Party, Tess Erlich, Attorney for the Civil Rights Conference, Campus Lead- 
ers.” They were to protest “Jailing of Lawyers, Denying of Bail, Convicting for Ideas,” 
(Italics added.) Thus, even at this hour so much later than we think, intellectuals at the 
University of Chicago seem not to know (or to wish to know) that Communism is not a 
classroom for ideas but a conspiracy of militant will. Moon-dazzled over the left shoulder, 


they equate Quisling with Socrates. 


Yet notice how the same intellectuals treat a spokesman of individualism who dares 
criticize the cartel of the collectivist Left at the same university. Robert V. Andelson, a 
student in the Theological School, published in The American Student a documented criti- 
cism of what he found at the University. He cited some 17 examples — speeches, meetings, 
activities, pronouncements — with dates and names taken from the Maroon or university 
bulletins. Thereupon, the Maroon — that mighty champion of “academic freedom” — 
attacked him in a front page editorial plus a feature article (February 13,53). The style 
of attack may be illustrated by this quotation: “Mr. Andelson . . . is a menace and a pain in 
the neck, nothing more and nothing less. There is nothing that can be done with his type, 
but it is possible to do something about it.”” To get a reply published, Mr. Andelson had to 
pay the Maroon $36.40 (I have a photostat of the receipted bill) for the privilege of free- 


dom of speech! Thus again, there is the double standard and the intellectual schizophrenia 

— if individualists criticize collectivism, they are ‘“‘a menace and a pain in the neck”’; if col- 

lectivists of the extreme Left are criticized, it is always “for the crime of thinking.” 
Does all this not stem from the primary fixation of the ‘‘liberal’’ fashion, that all, like 


storks in a perpetual deep-freeze, have the bad luck or the resolute idiocy of looking at the 


moon over the left shoulder only? 
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